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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

To be statutory, a claimed computer-related process must either: (A) result in a 
physical transformation outside the computer for which a practical application is either 
disclosed in the specification or would have been known to a skilled artisan, or (B) be 
limited to a practical application with useful, concrete and tangible result. 

Regarding independent claims 1 and 16: In the preamble, these claims recite 
a computer program product embodied in an information carrier. Current Office policy is 
that an information carrier is not considered a tangible embodiment. One way to correct 
the claim language is to recite the storage of the claimed subject matter on a computer 
readable medium. 

Claims 1 and 16, and other claims that depend on them, are not patent 
eligible because the invention recited therein is not tangibly incorporated in a computer 
readable medium. 
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Regarding independent claim 25: The claim recites storage of a visual 
interface, comprised of views, a layout and links. This claim does not produce a useful 
result, such as a conveyance of results to a user. 

Claim 25 and other claims that depend on it are not patent eligible because 
the invention recited therein does not produce a useful, concrete and tangible result. 

Independent claims 28 and 29 are substantially similar to claim 25, and are 
therefore likewise rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Regarding claims 1, 25 and 28-29: The term "potential" in claims 1, 25, 28 and 
29 is a relative term which renders the claim indefinite. The term "potential" is not 
defined by the claim, the specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the 
requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of 
the scope of the invention. 

Claims 2-15 and 26-27 are dependent upon claims 1 and 15, respectively, and 
are therefore likewise rejected. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



6 Claims 1-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Inanoria (US Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0046789, provisionally filed Aug. 
23, 2002 and published Mar. 11, 2004, hereafter referred to as "Inanoria") in view of 
Pena et al. (US Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0225829, provisionally filed 
May 22, 2002 and published Dec. 4, 2003, hereafter referred to as "Pena"). 

Regarding independent claim 1: Inanoria discloses 

A computer program product, tangibly embodied in an information carrier, 
the computer program product comprising instructions operable to cause data 
processing apparatus to receive user input specifying a view composition, the 
view composition comprising a set of views, each view in the set of views 
comprising a layout of one or more user interface elements selected from a set of 
user interface elements, (See paragraphs [0124] - [0126] in the context of [0145] in 
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Inanoria, discussing a Layout Manager using templates for providing GUI layouts, and 
Figure 8, showing an exemplary layout). 

and store the view composition in a repository. (See [0099] in Inanoria, 
discussing the calling of the appropriate template, it being implied that the template is 
being called from storage) 

However, Inanoria does not explicitly disclose navigation links. Pena, though, 
discloses: the view composition further comprising a layout of the views and at 
least one navigation link, each navigation link specifying a potential transition 
from a first view in the set of views to a second view in the set of views; (See 
paragraph [0095] in the context of [0099] in Pena, discussing the use of a link for action 
transitions among page views.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Pena for the benefit of Inanoria, because to do so 
allowed a system designer to implement a platform- and language-independent content 
delivery system and method, as taught by Pena in the Abstract. These references were 
all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., the management of graphical user 
interfaces. 

Regarding claim 2: Inanoria teaches multiple user interface elements, view 
user elements and container elements. (See Figure 3, showing multiple buttons and 
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multiple windows, and paragraph [0075], discussing grouping and nesting of 
containers.) 

Regarding claim 3: Inanoria teaches manipulating property settings. (See 
paragraph [0065].) 

Regarding claim 4: Inanoria does not explicitly teach this limitation. However, 
Pena teaches using a navigation link to exit one page and enter another. (See 
paragraph [0095].) 

Regarding claim 5: Inanoria does not explicitly teach this limitation. However, 
Pena teaches using events to trigger navigation links and event handlers. (See 
paragraph [0062], discussing IDML Actions processing.) 

Regarding claim 6: Inanoria teaches using pre-defined layouts. (See 
paragraph [0124], discussing master templates and a plurality of templates for each 
supported layout.) 

Regarding claim 7: Inanoria teaches nesting of views. (See paragraphs [0075] 
- [0076], discussing grouping and nesting of GUI components in a container.) 
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Regarding claims 8-9: Inanoria teaches view association. (See Figure 8, 
showing the result of an association of views and view containers in an enclosing view.) 
Inanoria further teaches the use of pre-defined layouts. (See paragraph [0124].) 

Regarding claims 10-11: Inanoria teaches view association. (See Figure 8, 
showing the result of an association of views and view containers in an enclosing view.) 
Inanoria further teaches the use of pre-defined layouts. (See paragraph [0124]. The 
specific view designated as a default was also an obvious variant to one skilled in the 
art at the time of the invention.) 

Regarding claims 12-13: Inanoria teaches the use of reusable components. 
(See paragraph [001 1], discussing the use of reusable and extendible content objects. 
Reuse of software components, including coded classes and objects, was well-known 
and whether to employ such a strategy was also an obvious variant to one skilled in the 
art at the time of the invention.) 

Regarding claim 14: Inanoria teaches the use of user GUI controls. (See 
Figure 10A- 10D, showing an editor GUI, and Figure 1, noting the client browser 
transmission of the HTTP request [element #1].) 

Regarding claim 15: Inanoria teaches the use and storage of XML view 
compositions. (See paragraphs [0099] and [0102], discussing the use of XSL 
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templates, which are written in XML, and paragraph [0103] discussing the "importing" of 
an XSL file, it having been implicit that such a file must have first been stored in order to 
have been later imported.) 



Regarding independent claim 16: Inanoria discloses 

A computer program product, tangibly embodied in an information carrier, 
the computer program product comprising instructions operable to cause data 
processing apparatus to: generate a user interface comprising a layout of one or 
more views from a set a views, the layout and the set of views being specified in a 
view composition, each view in the set of views comprising a layout of one or 
more user interface elements selected from a set of user interface elements; (See 
paragraphs [0124] - [0126] in the context of [0145] in Inanoria, discussing a Layout 
Manager using templates for providing GUI layouts, and Figure 8, showing an 
exemplary layout). 

However, Inanoria does not explicitly disclose navigation links. Pena, though, 
discloses: modify the user interface based on at least one navigation link 
specified in the view composition, wherein each navigation link associates a first 
view in the set of views with a second view in the set of views. (See paragraph 
[0095] in the context of [0099] in Pena, discussing the use of a link for action transitions 
among page views.) 



Application/Control Number: 10/781,271 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2162 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Pena for the benefit of Inanoria, because to do so 
allowed a system designer to implement a platform- and language-independent content 
delivery system and method, as taught by Pena in the Abstract. These references were 
all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., the management of graphical user 
interfaces. 

Regarding claims 17-18: Inanoria teaches the invoking of event handlers. 
(See paragraph [0176], discussing event processing by the Event Manager and event 
propagation among containers.) However, Inanoria does not explicitly teach displaying 
a second view. Pena, though, teaches action transitions between page views. (See 
paragraph [0095].) 

Regarding claim 19: Inanoria teaches nesting of views to effect a layout. (See 
paragraphs [0075] - [0076], discussing grouping of GUI components in a container.) 
Inanoria further teaches the displaying of the view, which was specified by the layout. 
(See paragraph [0077], discussing the processing performed by a Layout Manager. 
The specific layout implemented was an obvious variant to one skilled in the art at the 
time of the invention.) 
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Regarding claims 20-21 : Inanoria teaches nesting of views to effect a layout. 
(See paragraphs [0075] - [0076], discussing grouping of GUI components in a 
container.) Inanoria further teaches the displaying of the view, which was specified by 
the layout. (See paragraph [0077], discussing the processing performed by a Layout 
Manager.) 

Regarding claim 22: Inanoria teaches modifying a view composition. (See 
paragraphs [0075] and [0077], discussing the use of object oriented programming of 
containers and affecting the visual attributes of hierarchically structured containers.) 

Regarding claim 23: Inanoria does not explicitly teach this limitation. However, 
Pena teaches using a navigation link to move among page views. (See paragraph 
[0095] in the context of [0099], discussing the use of a link for action transitions among 
page views.) 

Regarding claim 24: Inanoria teaches the use of reusable components. (See 
paragraph [001 1], discussing the use of reusable and extendible content objects. 
Reuse of software components, including coded classes and objects, was well-known 
and whether to employ such a strategy, and the number of reusable components used, 
was an obvious variant to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention.) 
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Regarding independent claim 25: Inanoria discloses 

A computer readable medium having stored thereon a design time 
representation of a visual interface for a computer program, the design time 
representation of the visual interface comprising: a set of views, each view in the 
set of views comprising a layout of one or more user interface elements selected 
from a set of user interface elements; (See paragraphs [0124] - [0126] in the context 
of [0145] in Inanoria, discussing a Layout Manager using templates for providing GUI 
component layouts), and a layout of the views; (See paragraphs [0076] - [0077] in 
Inanoria, discussing a Layout Manager and positioning of GUI components, and Figure 
8, showing an exemplary layout). 

However, Inanoria does not explicitly disclose navigation links. Pena, though, 
discloses: at least one navigation link, each navigation link specifying a potential 
transition from a first view in the set of views to a second view in the set of views. 
(See paragraph [0095] in the context of [0099] in Pena, discussing the use of a link for 
action transitions among page views.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Pena for the benefit of Inanoria, because to do so 
allowed a system designer to implement a platform- and language-independent content 
delivery system and method, as taught by Pena in the Abstract. These references were 
all applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., the management of graphical user 
interfaces. 
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Regarding claim 26: Inanoria teaches displaying view areas, associating two 
or more views, and the use of default views. (See Figure 8, showing the result of an 
association of views and view containers in an enclosing view. The specific layout or 
view one implemented and/or declared as a default was an obvious variant to one 
skilled in the art at the time of the invention. It was implicit that if displayed, the view * 
must have been previously specified.) 



Claim 27 is substantially similar to claim 7, and therefore likewise rejected. 

Independent claims 28-29 are respectively directed to a method and an 
apparatus for implementing computer product claim 1 . As such, these claims are 
substantially similar to claim 1, and therefore likewise rejected. 

Independent claims 30-31 are respectively directed to a method and an 

^ 

apparatus for implementing computer product claim 16. As such, these claims are 
substantially similar to claim 16, and therefore likewise rejected. 



/ 
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Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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